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HN THE BAPTIST BAPTIZING JESUS “IN JORDAN” 
|picture was found in Bible lands among the relics of the 
rly Christians. This picture so nearly represents the idea 





ter baptism throughout the whole Bible, that we 
using it to reinforce the subject of this book. 












Preface 


Having studied the Bible and writings of learned men for 
more than ferty-five years on the subject contained in this 
little booklet, during which time I made a trip through Bible 


lands, I am thoroughly and clearly convinced that pouring — 


er sprinkling water upon a person in the name of the Father, 
‘and the Son, and the Holy Ghost, is the proper mode of 
baptism, pouring and sprinkling coming from the same root 
word. To reinforce this opinion I am herewith giving some 
statements from some of the most learned Greek scholars. The 
first is from Robinson’s Greek and English Lexicon, consid- 
ered one of the best on the New Testament. He says: “In the 
earliest Latin versions of the New Testament, as, for example, 
the Itala, which Augustine regarded as the best of all and 
which goes back apparently to the second century and to usage 
connected with apostolic age, the Greek verb baptizo is uni- 
formly given in the Latin form baptize, and is never translated 
by immergo or any like word; showing that there was 
something in the rite of baptism to which the latter did not 
correspond. The baptismal fonts still found among the ruins 
of the most ancient Greek churches in Palestine, as at Tekoa 
and Gophna, and going back apparently to very early times, 
are not large enough to admit of the baptism of adult persons 
by immersion; and were obviously never intended for that use.” 

Dr. Rice (in his Debate with Campbell) says: “I have 
now examined every passage in the Bible and in the Apocryphal 
writing of the Jews, where the word baptizo is used in a literal 
sense, without reference to the ordinance of Christian baptism, 
and my clear conviction is, that. there is not one instance in 
which it can be proved to mean, immerse; that in every instance, 
except, perhaps one, which may be doubtful, it can be, and has 
been, proved to.express the application of water to the person 
or thing by pouring or sprinkling.” 

I clipped the following from The Christian Standard, one of 
the leading papers of the Christian Church, dated February 18, 
19382: “It seems to me that the word immersion should never 
be used in the discussion of Christian baptism. Now for proof: 
First of all, it is not a Bible term; it is never used in the 
American Version or Revised Version.” Here in the strong- 
hold of immersionists, among Alexander Campbell’s followers, 
my contention is admitted. — 

Dr. Jacob Ditzler, one of the greatest Greek scholars of 
modern days, says emphatically in his writings that there is no 
Greek word for immersion in the New Testament. a 
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Reasons for Wilting These Articles 


I wrote a series of articles on “Why Baptize by 
Pouring and Baptize Babies,” and such a demand came 
hes the articles that I decided to put them in booklet 

orm. 

While some believe that immersion is the proper 
mode of baptism, the majority of Protestants believe 
affusion is the mode taught in the Bible. 

Some who do not agree with us on the mode of water 
baptism are asking why we do not discuss this subject 
Heo if we have any authority in the Bible for our 

elief. 

These articles will at least be a gesture toward an- 
swering this question. Another reason is that our 
preachers seldom discuss water baptism, because they 
do not believe it is essential to salvation, consequently 
the most of our members know very little as to what 
we believe about it. Our members are anxious to know 


-more about what we believe and why we believe as we 


do. I am sure that our people and others not of our 
persuasion, who are fair and honest, will welcome this 
free discussion. Some preachers of some other churches 
give their opinions on water baptism almost every 
time they preach, and others do it quite often. Why 
should not others be accorded this privilege of express- 
ing their views on this subject? 

When I was a boy I was baptized by pouring and I 
was perfectly satisfied. Afterward I heard much 
preaching that consigned all persons to the bad world 
who were not immersed. I was made to believe that I 
would be lost if I did not change my mind about bap- 
tism. No one can imagine the unnecessary torture | 
endured for a long time. 


I decided to let the Bible settle the matter and not 
man. I was made to believe, from the study of the Old 
Testament, the only Bible the prophets, Jesus and the 
apostles had, that there was not a single passage in the 
Scriptures, both Old and New Testament, that proved 
immersion as the proper mode of baptism—that im- 
mersion did not symbolize what God and the Son of 
God intended. 

The word “immerse” or “immersion” is not found 
in the King James translation of the Bible, consid- 
ered by the greatest Bible scholars to be the best trans- 
lation ever given to the world. 


WHY PEOPLE BECOME CONFUSED 
ABOUT WATER BAPTISM 


There are thousands in our churches who are con- 
fused about the mode of water baptism. Many persons 
have joined immersionist churches simply because they 
did not understand the full meaning of water baptism. 
I can readily see how people become confused over this 
question. I suffered torture over it. All the explanation I 
ever heard about the matter was from churches that 
immerse. “They went down into the water,” Jesus 
“baptized in the river Jordan,” “Buried with Christ,” 
“much water,” and other such expressions look like 
immersion to those who do not study the Bible in its 
true light and meaning. I was unlearned in the Bible 
and therefore greatly disturbed. I did not know that 
baptism had been administered fifteen hundred years 
by sprinkling and pouring before John the Baptist 
was born. I did not know then that there was no other 
Bible up to A.D. 100 except the Old Bible called the 
Scriptures. I did not understand “the law and proph- 
ets” that required sprinkling and pouring as baptism 
and that water used in these ceremonies had to be 
clean and from running streams. I did not know that a 
priest had to be thirty years old before he was dedi- 
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cated as an officiating priest. I did not know that the 
place where the Eunuch was baptized was a desert and 
no river there. I did not know that “buried with Christ” 
meant buried with Him “into death” and not in water. 
I did not know that “in Jordan” had the same meaning 
as “in Galilee” and “in Samaria,” and that “into the 
water” meant the same as “into a mountain” and “into 
the sycamore tree.” Jesus went up “into a mountain” 
and Zaccheus “climbed up into a sycamore tree” and 
we know that Christ did not go under the dirt or Zac- 
cheus under the bark of the tree. 

I did not know that “much water” in the Greek 
meant “many springs.” But after the study of the Bible 
very closely for more than forty-five years the whole 
thing is clear. 


WHY MOST PROTESTANTS DIFFER ON THE MODE 
OF BAPTISM FROM SOME WHO 
PRACTICE IMMERSION 


Those who practice immersion believe that it repre- 
sents the burial and resurrection of Christ. I believe 
that water baptism represents the baptism of the Holy 
Ghost and that this was performed by pouring. 

“The Holy Ghost fell on them, as on us at the begin- 
' ning. Then remembered I the word of the Lord, how 
that He said, John indeed baptized with water; but ye 
4a be baptized with the Holy Ghost” (Acts 11:15- 
16). 
Peter is here reminded that John’s baptism was by 
pouring, for at Jerusalem the Holy Ghost baptism was 
by pouring. How could “with water” mean immersion, 
if “with the Holy Ghost” means pouring? See Acts 
1:5, “Holy Ghost is come upon you.” Isaiah 32:15, 
“Until the Spirit be poured upon us from on high.” 

The manner of the purifying of the Jews was by 
sprinkling and pouring. These signified purity. These 
were so common that sprinkling and pouring are men- 
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tioned in the Bible more than 200 times. The Jews 
sprinkled the people and vessels (see Heb. 9:19-21) 
and this was a symbol of the purifying of the Holy 
Ghost. At the marriage in Cana of Galilee, when Jesus 
performed His first miracle, we read in John 3:6, 
“And there were set there six waterpots of stone, after 
the manner of the purifying of the Jews.” 

In the Bible we do not read of rubber suits, baptis- 
tries and persons being taken to rivers and creeks as is 
the custom today. Such are modern inventions and do 
not belong to apostolic days. 

If immersion were the only mode of baptism, many 
people in the icy regions of the North and deserts like 
the Sahara where sufficient water could not be secured 
could not be baptized and God would have commanded 
an impossibility. 


WRONG EMPHASIS PLACED ON WATER BAPTISM 


While water baptism is a sacred ordinance and rep- 
resents the most holy thing in the church—Holy Ghost 
—yet a wrong emphasis is placed upon it by many 
people until it seems some would almost idolize it. 

It seems that many have put more stress upon the 
outward ordinance than inward work of the Holy 
Ghost. People did this in the days of Paul and the 
apostles. Read carefully the epistles of Paul and you 
will see that one of the burdens of his ministry was to 
keep Jewish converts from putting too much stress on 
outward ordinances such as circumcision, washings, 
baptisms, etc. He finally exclaimed, “I thank God that I 
baptized none of you but Crispus and Gaius,” ete. “For 
Christ sent me not to baptize but to preach the gospel.” 
“God forbid that I should glory save in the cross.” 

With the exception of a mere statement about bap- 
tism, Jesus never preached a sermon on the subject, 
neither did Paul nor the apostles. Jesus never baptized 
a person nor as far as turning to a verse in the Bible 
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and proving it by chapter and verse, can we find where 
one of the twelve apostles or the eight writers of the 
New Testament except Paul, was baptized by any 
mode or baptized any candidate. We infer from cer- 
tain passages of scripture that they did baptize some, 
but proving it in the absolute is another thing. Where 
were Matthew, Mark, Luke, John, Peter, James and 
Jude baptized, and where does the Bible say positively 
that they baptized anyone? 

Challenge: Find where any descendant of the early 
Christians was baptized in mature years! This is proof 
of infant baptism. 


WATER BAPTISM A SIGN OF 
SPIRITUAL REALITY 


There are two sacraments ordained of Christ— 
Baptism and the Supper of the Lord. These “are not 
only badges or tokens of Christian men’s profession ; 
but rather they are certain signs of grace.” Baptism is 
“a sion of regeneration or the new birth.” In the Lord’s 
Supper the bread is a sign of the broken body of Christ, 
while the wine is a sign of His shed blood. 

Abel’s offering was acceptable, because he offered a 
Jamb with its shed blood, a type of Christ the Lamb of 
God, which Cain did not do. This type had its full origin 
in Egypt when the Israelites instituted the paschal 
lamb or Passover. When the lamb was killed and the 
blood caught they took a bunch of hyssop and, dipping 
it into the blood, sprinkled the posts of the house where 
they were to eat the lamb. This paschal lamb typified 
the death and shed blood of Christ. 

As the paschal lamb was a type of Christ, so water 
baptism is a type of the Holy Ghost baptism. We read 
in Isaiah 44:3: “I will pour water upon him,” etc. 
“I will pour my spirit upon thy seed,” ete. Matt. 3 :11 
quotes John the Baptist: “I indeed baptize you with 
water.” “He shall baptize you with the Holy Ghost.” 
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What was the sign? Water being poured. What was 
the reality or the substance? “Holy Ghost poured out.” 
John said: “That He might be made manifest to Is- 
rael therefore am I come baptizing with water.” Man- 
ifest how? By the types familiar to the Israelites. How 
was the blood of Christ applied? Peter says (1 Peter 
1:2), “sprinkling of the blood of Jesus Christ.” Isaiah 
says: “He shall sprinkle many nations.” This pointed 
to His blood. What was the sign or type? Sprinkling or 
baptizing with water. 

In 1 John 5:8 we read: “There are three that bear 
witness in earth, the Spirit and the water and the 
blood: and these three agree.” They agree in teaching 
the lesson of cleansing. Water is the symbol and spirit 
and blood, the reality. 


MODE OF BAPTISM MADE PLAIN 


I call your attention to a square on this page and 
some scripture texts with it. Many years before Christ 
came to earth the prophet Joel said (Joel 2:28) : “And 
it shall come to pass afterward that I will pour out my 


Acts 10:44— 
“Pell,” 


ee 
Joel 2:28— 
“Pour out.” 
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All the passages of scripture in this square point to Pentecost when the Holy 
Ghost was “poured out.” Two of these statements are from the Lord and 
the other is from Peter referring to what the Lord said. 


6 


spirit upon all flesh.” This, as all honest Bible students 
must admit, refers to the day of Pentecost (see 
square). Keep in mind the words “pour out.” When 
Christ was on earth He said to His disciples (Acts 
1:5): “For John truly baptized with water but ye 
shall be baptized with the Holy Ghost not many days 
hence.” What Bible scholar would deny that this state- 
ment of Jesus refers to the day of Pentecost and Joel 
2:28 “Pour out”? Both statements are from the Lord 
and refer to the same thing (see square). After Christ 
had gone to glory, Peter went to Caesarea to preach, 
after which he met some of the disciples and was tell- 
ing them what he preached (see Acts 10 734-44). Also 
Acts 10:44-45, “While Peter yet spake these words 
the Holy Ghost fell on all them which heard the word, 
And they of the circumcision (Jews) which believed 
were astonished, as many as came with Peter, be- 
cause that on the Gentiles also was poured out the gift 
of the Holy Ghost.” Now read carefully Acts 11:1-16. 
It seems that Peter never grasped what Jesus meant 
in Acts 1-5 until he witnessed the power of the Holy 
Ghost at Caesarea eight years after the day of Pente- 
cost, when the Holy Ghost fell on the people. Now read 
carefully again Acts 11:16, “Then remembered I the 
words of the Lord how that He said, John indeed bap- 
tized with water but ye shall be baptized with the Holy 
Ghost.” If any reader cannot see the connection here, 
that with water, with the Holy Ghost, pour out and 
fell on them, are the same and that John’s baptism 
could not be immersion, then this writer is unable to 
help him. 


BIBLE TRADITIONS, JEWISH CUSTOMS AND 
BAPTISMS BEFORE CHRIST 


Having studied for many years, Bible traditions and 
Jewish customs and having made a trip through Bible 
lands, I can name possibly forty traditions and cus- 
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toms in Palestine which were in use before Christ, 
and many of these still in use, which I saw going 
through that country, such as two women grinding at 
the mill, plowing with a one-handle plow, men saluting 
each other with a holy kiss, carrying water and milk 
in skin bottles, money changers, etc. If such customs 
are seen there today like they were in the days of 
Christ and before, why should water baptism be indi- 
cated by pouring and sprinkling, if immersion had 
been the mode of that day? The picture you see with 
these articles is a reproduction of one of the oldest 
pictures in existence. The earliest Christian pictures 
or drawings were found in the catacombs in Rome, 
one of which I traversed with a lighted candle. The 
one I went through had eight acres of underground 
tunnels. Many of the early Christians lived and were 
buried under ground during those terrible days of per- 
secution in the first three centuries. Three of these pic- 
tures drawn during, and shortly after the last days of 
the apostles, were discovered when the underground 
caverns were unearthed. John was still living when the 
first one was drawn. In the first two pictures 
drawn by the early Christians, the one doing the bap- 
tizing is seen standing on dry ground pouring water 
upon the head. In the other, the baptizer is seen stand- 
ing in water nearly up to his ankles, pouring water 
upon the head, as in the first two scenes. The picture 
you see with these articles is one of the two oldest 
pictures found in the catacombs. In one of the first, 
and the last one of these pictures, the heavenly dove 
is seen descending upon His head. John 1:32. _ 

It was such discoveries in Palestine that led Dr. 
Whitsit, long time a teacher in the Baptist Seminary 
at Louisville, Kentucky, to renounce immersion as the 
proper mode of baptism. Fairfield, another leading 
Baptist, did the same thing. Both have written books 
on the subject. 

8 


During my trip through Palestine I saw this picture 
hanging in some of the churches and even saw it hang- 
ing on a bridge over the highway. In St. Paul’s Church 
in Valetta, capital of the island of Malta, I saw a life- 
size statue of Paul and Publius just inside the church 
door. Paul was baptizing Publius, pouring water up- 
on his head. The picture of Christ’s baptism was hang- 
ing in the back of this same church. I brought home 
with me from the banks of the Jordan river a rock 
with this picture painted on it. In all of the Bible lands 
where I went, I did not see a single picture that in- 
dicated immersion. 

God commanded Moses.to sprinkle water as symbol- 
ic of purification and on through the prophetic age 
the prophets taught and practiced sprinkling and pour- 
ing as religious rites. 


WHAT THE JEWISH LAW REQUIRED 


John the Baptist baptized Christ, so let us examine 
the Mosaic law under which He lived that He came to 
fulfill. What did the law require? It required circum- 
cision (see Gen. 17:12, Lev. 12:3). Christ was cir- 
cumcised at eight days of age according to the law 
(see Luke 2:21). It required presentation of the child 
in the temple. He was presented (see Luke 2:22). It 
required becoming subject to the law at twelve years 
of age. This is why He was found in the temple at 
twelve with His parents (see Luke 2:42). It required 
priests to be dedicated at thirty years of age and up- 
ward (see Num. 4:47, Num. 8:8, and Luke 3:23). 

Christ was a priest. Read Heb. 3:1, ‘Consider the 
apostle and high priest of our profession, Christ Jesus.” 
“Christ glorified not himself to be made a high priest.” 
“Thou art a priest forever after the order of Mel- 
chisedec.” Jesus said when He came to John to be 
dedicated: “Suffer it to be so now; for thus it becometh 
us to fulfill all righteousness.” 
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John the Baptist had been instructed in the law and 
knew it. He knew that a priest was never immersed. 
He dedicated Jesus for his priestly work. How was it 
done? According to the law by pouring. When Jesus 
came to John for baptism, he hesitated, but Jesus 

-urged the demands of the law. What were the demands 
of the law? Priests had to be thirty years of age when 
dedicated to this office (see Num. 4:47). How was this 
done? By sprinkling or pouring water. When Jesus 
cleansed the temple and the Jews asked by what au- 
thority He did it, He referred to His baptism by John, 
clothing Him with the authority of a priest to minister 
about the temple. 

It was a violation of the law for anyone to assume 
the office and duties of a high priest until he was dedi- 
cated. Jesus never preached a sermon, chose His disci- 
ples, uttered a parable, healed the sick or did anything 
else of the kind until after He was dedicated, for He 
absolutely tracked the law, that of the Old Testament, 
Mosaic law. Jesus said to His blinded disciples, “All 
things must be fulfilled which were written in the law 
of Moses and in the prophets and in the Psalms concern- 
ing Me.” How anyone can reason out that Christ was 
immersed, when there was no law for it, is beyond the 
poor imagination of this writer. 


THE WAY GOD BAPTIZED PEOPLE 


Let us turn a moment and see how God baptized 
people. Christ baptized by pouring, for the Bible says, 
“He shall baptize you with the Holy Ghost.” We know 
this was done (on the day of Pentecost) by pouring 
(see Joel 2:28 and Acts 2:17). Before Christ was born 
God baptized the Israelites. Read carefully the follow- 
ing: “Moreover, brethren, I would not that ye should 
be ignorant, how that all our fathers were under the 
cloud, and all passed through the sea, and were all 
baptized unto Moses in the cloud and in the sea” (1 Cor. 
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10:1-2). What is the difference between “in the sea” 
and “in the river Jordan”? Who can explain the dif- 
ference? They were “in the sea” and “were baptized” 
of the Lord. How was it done? If baptism means im- 
mersion then God immersed the Israelites. Let us have 
the facts. Put David on the witness stand. Here is what 
he says about this baptism: “The waters saw Thee, O 
God, the waters saw Thee. .. . The clouds poured out 
water.” This baptism, though “in the sea,” was per- 
formed “on dry land.” Read Ex. 14:29: “But the chil- 
dren of Israel walked on dry land in the midst of the 
sea.” They were “in the sea” and “on dry land” and 
“The clouds poured out water.” The word of God calls 
this baptism, for it says, “and all passed through the 
sea, and were all baptized.” Does not reason teach us 
here that God baptized by pouring? Can’t a twelve- 
year-old school child understand this? Do not make 
a god out of your prejudice. Be fair with your own 
good judgment. Let truth have her perfect work. The 
Tsraclites were “under the cloud” (1 Cor. 10:2) and 
“The cloud poured out water” (Ps. 77:17). Paul says, 
“They were baptized in the sea.” Now the Egyptians 
who followed them were immersed and died from the ef- 
fects of this immersion. Our immersionist friends do 
not talk much about this baptism, and some others like 
that of Paul “standing up was batpized,” etc., but they 
run to “much water,” “many springs” in the land of 
Aenon—the land of many springs—and “in the river 
Jordan.” Why not try to get immersion out of “in the 
sea,” “on dry land” where “The clouds poured out 
water” on the Israelites, which was performed by God 
Himself? 


JOHN THE BAPTIST BAPTIZED BY POURING 
AND SPRINKLING 


The reason why John the Baptist or John the “Puri- 
fier” baptized by sprinkling and pouring is because 
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this was the law God gave and the only law he knew 
anything about. He never heard of immersion. All 
ceremonial cleansings were performed by affusion. If 
Naaman dipped himself in the Jordan he disobeyed the 
law. Adam Clark, one of the greatest Greek scholars 
-of the world, says that the Greek word from which 
dip is rendered is translated wash and that sprinkle 
and cleanse are preferred by the best modern authori- 
ties. The only excuse for Naaman dipping himself was 
that he might have been ignorant of the law. The 
command was to wash himself. See 2 Kings 5:10, “Go 
and wash in Jordan seven times.” In the 14th verse 
it says he “dipped himself seven times.’ Here is the 
law of God concerning leprosy: Lev. 14:7, “And he 
shall sprinkle upon him that is to be cleansed from the 
leprosy seven times, and shall pronounce him clean.” 
David the Psalmist says: “Purge me with hyssop, and 
I shall be clean, wash me and I shall be whiter than 
snow” (Psalm 51:7). How was this done? What was 
the law? Num. 19:18-19, “And a clean person shall 
take hyssop, and dip it in the water, and sprinkle it 
upon the tent, and upon the vessels, and upon the 
persons that were there, and upon him that touched a 
bone, or one slain, or one dead, or a grave: and the 
clean person shall sprinkle upon the unclean on the 
third day and on the seventh day.” In Numbers 19:13 
we read: “Because the water of separation was not 
sprinkled upon him he shall be unclean.” 

Moses sprinkled with water to cleanse, purify, sanc- 
tify, etc. The words purge, cleanse, wash and sanctify 
are used interchangeably in the Bible meaning bap- - 
tism. The scriptural translation of the word baptize in 
a literal sense means to cleanse ceremonially with 
water. The writers of the gospels understood the words 
“baptize” and “purify” to mean the same. The Jewish 
law for purifying required sprinkling. New Testament 
writers call Jewish sprinkling baptism. John the Bap- 
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tist, who was a Jew, understood Jewish customs of 
cleansing from physical defilement. 

Philo, who lived back there, says: “It was customary 
for the Jews to sprinkle themselves with river water.” 


JOHN THE BAPTIST BAPTIZING 
“IN JORDAN” . 


John was a priest in regular order of the same 
tribe of Levi, Moses and Aaron. His predecessor Moses 
had baptized a great throng, “For when Moses had 
spoken every precept to all the people according to the 
law ... he sprinkled the book and all the people.” Read 
at this juncture, 1 Cor. 10:1-2. 

Now read Matt. 3:5-6, “Then went out to him Jeru- 
salem, and all Judea, and all the region round about 
Jordan, and were baptized of him in Jordan.” It is 
estimated that he was in the wilderness from nine to 
eighteen months baptizing this great multitude of from 
one to six million people. He was the only baptizer. 
Immersing 300 a day for eighteen months would be 
only 162,000 and such a strain as that would kill any 
human. As far as we know John baptized at only one 
place around the Jordan and that was at Bethabara, 
“ford crossing” some half mile or more from the main 
body of the Jordan river. Read John 1:28. “These 
things were done in Bethabara beyond Jordan where 
John was baptizing.” 

John’s manner of baptizing this great multitude made 
some of the people believe that he was Christ because 
this same book of law and prophecy said Christ would 
“sprinkle many nations” (Isa. 52:15). They even sent 
Jews, priests and Levites from Jerusalem down there 
to ask him if he were the Christ. John 1:25, “Why 
baptizeth thou then, if thou be not that Christ?” they 
asked. He answered, “I baptize with water.” So did 
Moses. How? He took “scarlet wool and hyssop and 
sprinkled both the book and all the people.” Here is 
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God’s command to all the priests, Num. 8:7: “Sprinkle 
the water of purifying upon them.” This is what John 
“the purifier” did, using no doubt the hyssop weed. It 
was a command to use this weed. 


“In Jordan” 


“In Jordan” has no special significance. Jordan is a 
country. It has three banks. Go down one bank en 
route from Jerusalem to Jericho and you are “in Jor- 
dan,” a half mile or more from the water of the Jordan 
river. I went down another bank and I was still “in 
Jordan.” “In the river Jordan” has no more significance 
than the other phrase. I washed my hands “in the 
river Jordan” and “in the Dead Sea” but I did not go 
under the water. Jesus “sat in the sea” but not under 
the water. “The ship was in the midst of the sea,” but 
not under water. I live in Tennessee but not under dirt. 
“Paul stood in the midst of Mars Hill” but not under 
that great rock. “John did baptize in the wilderness,” 
but not under the ground. Jesus “abode” at the place 
“where John at first baptized” (John 10:40). Did 
Jesus live under water? 


BAPTISM OF JESUS IN JORDAN 


Jesus was not baptized for our example, because He 
did not apply for baptism until all the people had been 
baptized (see Luke 3:21). And, besides, He was thirty 
years of age at the time of this scene. He would not 
have us wait until that age to be baptized. Then why 
was Jesus baptized? He was dedicated to His priestly 
office as the High Priest of God. When Jewish priests 
were dedicated water was poured upon their heads and 
they were anointed with oil. The Son of God had water 
poured or sprinkled upon His head by John as a sign 
or preparatory step for the anointing of the Holy 
Ghost. God anointed Him with the Holy Ghost. Christ 
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was fulfilling the law found in Numbers 4:3: “From 
thirty years old and upward even until fifty years old, 
all that enter into the host, to do the work of the taber- 
nacle of the congregation.” See also 1 Chron. 23:8. 

Christ came “not to destroy the law but to fulfill it,” 
and for this reason He answered John, “Suffer it to be 
so now, for thus it becometh us to fulfill all righteous- 
ness”—all the law. He complied with the law that re- 
quired waiting until He was thirty years of age; why 
would He not comply with the form of dedication of 
a priest, which was by sprinkling or pouring water 
upon the head? The main purpose for which Christ 
was baptized was to be dedicated to His priestly office, 
for He was God’s High Priest. He went almost im- 
mediately into the temple and drove out those who sold 
merchandise in there and when they asked Him about 
His authority He referred to His dedication by John, 
which gave Him absolute authority under the law (see 
Matt. 21:25). They admitted His authority. Who 
would dare say that Jesus was immersed? Where is 
any authority for it? Why did He stand in the river 
Jordan for John to baptize Him? Read Joshua 3:8, 
“And thou shalt command the priests that bear the ark 
of the covenant saying, When ye are come to the water 
of Jordan ye shall stand still in Jordan.” 


JESUS “WENT UP STRAIGHTWAY OUT OF 
THE WATER” 


The word “straightway” means immediately and not 
straight up—perpendicular. It is shocking to hear 
people use this word to try to prove that Christ went 
straight up out from under the water, while it only 
means that as soon as the dedication was over He 
came away from the scene. 

He “went up straightway out of the water” after the 
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ceremony was performed. The two little words “out 
of” in Matt. 3:16 are from the Greek word “Apo” and 
every Greek scholar we have read after translates it 
“from” or “away from.” The translators of the English 
Bible translate it, three hundred and seventy-two or 
three times, “from” in other Bible phrases. Alexander 
Campbell translates this word “from’’ instead of “out 
of” in his New Testament. The American Bible Union 
of the Baptist persuasion did the same thing. Greek 
scholars say that “out of” in Matt. 3:16 is an incorrect 
translation, and should have been ‘‘from.”’ The Revised 
Version renders it “from.” Dr. Carson, who was one 
of the strongest immersionists in latter times, says: 
“The proper translation of ‘Apo’ is ‘from.’ ‘He came up 
from the water.’ ”’ See Carson on Baptism, pages 126- 
140. 


“Much Water” 


Great play is made upon these two words by immer- 
sionists (John 3:23). Aenon is a land of springs. You 
can turn to any good Bible dictionary and you will find 
that the word Aenon means “springs” and the word 
“much” is from a Greek word meaning “many.” Aenon, 
a land of many springs. The law required that water for 
baptizing should be taken from a running stream. 
Aenon easily met the requirements for John to bap- 
tize. Ask someone to name a river in Aenon and see 
how hard a job he will have. 


THEY WENT DOWN INTO THE WATER 


We now study the baptism of the Eunuch. This is 
one case of baptism the immersionists put great stress 
on. It is one of the clearest cases of no immersion. In the 
first place the way they were traveling was a “desert” 
(see Acts 8:26). Not much water in a desert and the 
Eunuch was surprised to see water (see Acts 8 736). In 
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the next place the lay of the land is such that there is no 
sign of ever having been a river in that section. Ask 
any scholar to name a river in that section of Palestine. 
Where Philip baptized the Eunuch there is a spout of 
water running out from the side of the mountain and 
there is usually enough water in a hole there to water 
a horse, travelers going that way will tell you. _ 

In the next place the Eunuch was reading in the book 
of Isaiah where it says, ‘He shall sprinkle many na- 
tions.” He was reading about sprinkling, the way the 
Jews performed outward ceremonies. There was no 
practice then of immersion. The only Bible they had 
(Old Bible) was full of sprinkling and pouring, and 
nothing else was taught or known. The Eunuch had 
been to Jerusalem to worship. He was no doubt well 
versed in the Scriptures. Philip met him and went 
“yp” into the chariot. The chariot had _ steps. When 
the Eunuch saw water they stopped and the original 
Greek says, “They went down out of the chariot to the 
water.” Greek scholars tell us that the Greek word eis 
from which is translated here “into” is translated “to” 
more times than “into.” If it is translated “into” that 
does not signify that it means under the water. 

Again, if the English in Acts 8:38 is correct “into” 
‘means immersion here, then both Philip and the Eu- 
nuch went under the water head and ears and Philip 
performed the ceremony under the water, and no one 
saw it done. Read the statement carefully: “They 
(plural) went down both (plural) into the water both 
(both) Philip and the Eunuch.” 


BURIED WITH CHRIST BY BAPTISM 


In Romans 6:4 we read: “Therefore we are buried 
with Christ by baptism into death.” And in Colossians 
2:12 we read again: “Buried with Him in baptism.” 
In these passages we find the strongholds of our im- 
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mersionist friends. Neither passage has a drop of 
water in it. It is “buried into death” and not into water. 
Both passages mean the same. In Col. 2:12 in the same 
verse as above we see that the soul is raised through 
“the operation of God.” It is not that our bodies are 
raised out of water by the physical strength of man. 
These passages signify the deepest work of grace— 
separation from sin and made alive to God. These pas- 
sages are figurative language. They have no more literal 
meaning of being put under water than the other pas- 
sages of scripture such as “crucified with Christ” mean 
that we are to be nailed to a literal cross of wood or 
that “resurrection” and “raised up from the dead” in 
Rom. 6:4-5 mean a literal resurrection of the body. 
Paul says, “We are buried with Christ,” not that we 
were buried in water. To really represent His burial 
the body of a baptized candidate would have to be left 
under the water three days and three nights. 

There is a lot of difference between being buried 
with Christ by baptism into death and buried under 
water by a preacher. The baptism Paul is speaking of 
here is the same as that spoken of in Luke 12:50, 
which is the baptism of suffering and death. Our im- 
mersionist friends make great capital out of preach- 
ing that the word baptizo in the classical Greek always 
means immersion. But the New Testament was not 
written in classical Greek. The common run of people 
do not know this. Here is where they deceive the very 
elect. Immersion does not represent the burial and res- 
urrection of Jesus. His body was exposed in the tomb 
and not covered up. | 


BAPTISM ON THE DAY OF PENTECOST 


In one day, the day of Pentecost, three (3,000) thou- 
sand were baptized. This notable meeting started at 
nine o’clock in the morning and certainly the shouting 
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and rejoicing of the saved did not cease before noon. 
If 3,000 were immersed from noon until seven in the 
evening then seven were baptized every minute. It is 
not unreasonable to believe that at this time of the year 
there was no water around Jerusalem except the public 
pools, and who could believe that the enemies of this 
movement, authorities of Jerusalem, would under any 
circumstances allow the pools of water to be defiled? 
The multitudes of the city had to use this water for 
cooking and drinking. In Ezek. 36:24, “I will take you 
from among the heathen, and gather you out of all 
countries, and will bring you into your own land, then 
will I sprinkle clean water upon you.” According to 
this prophecy God gathered His people from “all coun- 
tries” into their own land. See Acts 2:5. Luke, who 
wrote the book of Acts, calls this baptism. What Isaiah 
calls sprinkling Jesus too calls it baptism. Jesus said, 
“For John truly baptized with water but ye shall be 
baptized with the Holy Ghost.” Joel 2:28 said, “With 
the Holy Ghost” would be by pouring on the day of 
Pentecost, and Peter up at Caesarea said that “the Holy 
Ghost fell on them as on us at the beginning,” which 
was done by “pouring,” said Joel and Peter. See Joel 
2:28 and Luke 3:16. 

Richard Watson, in his Institutes, says: “It is satis- 
factory to discover that all attempts made to impose 
upon Christians a practice (immersion) repulsive to 
the feeling, dangerous to the health, and offensive to 
delicacy, is destitute of all scriptural authority and of 
really primitive practice.” 

Henry Alford, one of the great Greek scholars of the 
world, says: “Almost without doubt this first baptism 
must have been administered, as that of the first Gen- 
tile converts was (see Acts 10:47) by affusion or sprin- 
kling—not by immersion. The immersion of three thou- 
sand persons, in a city so sparsely furnished with water 
as Jerusalem, is equally inconceivable with a pro- 
cession beyond the walls to the Kedron, or to Siloam, 
for that purpose.” 
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BAPTISM OF THE JAILOR 


Paul and Silas went to Philippi, a heathen city, to 
preach Christ. This new doctrine stirred up a great 
tumult. They were put in jail uncondemned. “And 
when they had laid many stripes upon them, they cast 
them into prison, charging the jailor to keep them 
safely: who, having received such a charge, thrust 
them into the inner prison, and made their feet fast in 
the stocks.” Note carefully here that they were put 
“into the inner prison.” This was a Roman prison and 
the jailor lived inside its walls. Roman prisons had no 
bath rooms or pools of water in them. Where are jails 
in our modern civilization with bathing pools for pris- 
oners? Much less do we suppose they had such a thing 
then. At midnight Paul and Silas prayed and an earth- 
quake shook the prison doors open. It was death to a 
jailor of a Roman prison if a prisoner escaped. The 
jailor seeing the prison doors open, drew his sword to 
kill himself, for he knew it would be death if the 
prisoners were out and gone. Paul seeing the jailor 
about to kill himself ‘‘cried with a loud voice, Do thy- 
self no harm: we are all here.” Not one had escaped. 
Then the jailor “called for a light, and sprang in, and 
came trembling, and fell down before Paul and Silas 
and brought them out.”’ Brought them out from where? 
The “inner prison” where he had placed them. Out in 
the main prison the jailor asked what he must do to be 
saved. They told him to “believe on the Lord Jesus 
Christ and thou shalt be saved.” And the jailor “took 
them the same hour of the night (midnight) and 
washed their stripes; and was baptized, he and all his, 
straightway.” Where are they now? In a room where 
the family washed and bathed their hands and faces no 
doubt. Here they washed the blood from the backs of 
the prisoners and here they were baptized. They did 
not go out of the prison. It would have been death to 
the jailor to have done so. After breakfast “The magis- 
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trates sent the sergeants, saying, Let those men go.” 
Paul refused to go out of the prison but said, “Let 
them come themselves and fetch us out.” Then the 
magistrates came “and brought them out and desired 
them to depart out of their city.” Would they have 
gone out to a river at midnight, even if the death 
penalty had not been a law? 


HOUSEHOLD BAPTISMS INCLUDING 
PAUL’S BAPTISM 


There are about fifty cases of individual conver- 
sions in the New Testament, seven of which were 
baptized and four of these related to families. You will 
notice in the Bible that when and where people were 
converted there and then they were baptized. There is 
not a single instance in the New Testament where a 
congregation or person left the place where the con- 
version took place to go off to hunt a stream of water 
for baptism. You hear announcements from pulpits 
today that baptizing will take place at a certain creek 
or in a pool at a certain church. This is a modern 
affair. You read nothing of the kind in the Bible. Not a 
single instance of such a thing is recorded in the Word 
of God. 

Paul was converted in a house in Damascus in the 
home of one called Judas on the street called Straight. 
Immediately after his conversion he “arose and was 
baptized.” The Greek bears out the statement that 
“standing up he was baptized.” Ananias said to Pou: 
“Arise, and be baptized, and wash away thy sins, call- 
ing on the name of the Lord.” Ananias was “a devout 
man according to the law” (Acts 22:12). What was 
the “law” among the Jews about “washing away” sins 
or a symbol of cleansing? Read Num. 8:7: “Sprinkle 
water of purifying upon them.” 
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The Philippian jailor was baptized in the jail. Cor- 
nelius who lived at Caesarea called in his “kinsmen 
and near friends” and while Peter preached to them 
the Holy Ghost “fell” on them as on the people at Jeru- 
salem on the day of Pentecost. “Then answered Peter, 
can any man forbid water that these should not be bap- 
tized which have received the Holy Ghost as well as 
we?” The logical meaning is, ““Who can forbid water 
to be brought to baptize these who have received the 
Holy Ghost?” Peter, later, meeting the disciples and 
telling about his sermon and how the Holy Ghost “fell” 
on the people at Caesarea as it did on the people on the 
day of Pentecost, said: ‘““Then remembered I the word 
of the Lord, how that he said John indeed baptized 
vl Atel but ye shall be baptized with the Holy 
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BORN OF WATER 


The above words are found in John 3:5 when Jesus 
said to Nicodemus “Except a man be born of water 
and the spirit he cannot see the kingdom of God.” This 
is a stronghold of some of our immersionist friends 
and yet there is not a drop of water in this text as far 
as it concerns water baptism. There are not three 
births mentioned in this conversation of Jesus—only 
two. If there had been three births then the sentence 
should have read, “Except a man be born twice more,” 
etc. “Born again” means another time. “Born of water” 
is a delicate phrase for the natural birth. In the birth 
of a child when it is not “born of water” otherwise 
called a “dry birth” it is almost death to a mother. 
Nicodemus asked Jesus two questions: “How can a 
man be born when he is old?” and “Can he enter the 
second time into his mother’s womb and be born?” 
Jesus immediately answered in these words: “Except 
a man be born of water and of the spirit he cannot 
see the kingdom of God.” Then to more fully explain 
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what He meant, He added, “That which is born of the 
flesh is flesh and that which is born of the spirit is 
spirit.” In other words. “That which is born of the 
flesh” woman or womb is flesh. Dr. Edmund B. Fair- 
field, for a quarter of a century a strong Baptist and 
one of the best Greek scholars of his day, was requested 
by a Baptist publishing house to write a book in de- 
fense of Baptist views on baptism, etc., which he un- 
dertook in good faith, but said that tower after tower 
of his Baptist fort fell, though he labored for two long 
years to maintain his old ground. He said he could no 
longer remain a Baptist minister. He says that “born 
of water” cannot be interpreted as referring to any- 
thing but the natural birth.” Again he says: “Now to 
my mind there is no more allusion to baptism in this 
verse than to the planet Mars or the French Revolu- 
tion. It is simply natural birth that is here spoken of. 
Being ‘born of water’ was without doubt a well-known 
form of speech which Christ used in that sense.” In 
defense of this view he quotes Isaiah 48:1: “Hear ye 
this, oh house of Jacob, which are called by the name 
of Israel, and are come forth out of the water of 
Judah.” This refers, he says, to the national descend- 
ants of Judah. 


EIGHT SOULS SAVED BY WATER 


The text of this article is recorded in 1 Peter 3:20- 
21. It is as follows: “The longsuffering of God waited 
in the days of Noah, while the Ark was preparing, 
wherein few, that is, eight souls, were saved by water; 
the like figure whereunto, even baptism doth also now 
save us (not the putting away of the filth of the flesh, 
but the answer of a good conscience toward God) by 
the resurrection of Jesus Christ.” 

How anyone can get immersion out of this state- 
ment is strange indeed. The antediluvians (wicked 
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people) were the ones drowned or immersed. The “eight 
souls were saved” by keeping out of the water. If they 
got any water on them at all it must have been rained 
on them—sprinkled or poured. This is a clear case. 
“The like figure whereunto,” Greek scholars say, should 
be translated “the antitype to which.” The world was 
wicked, defiled and steeped in sin. The antediluvians 
would not obey the Lord and were drowned. Noah and 
his family came into the Ark and were saved—had a 
clear conscience. If we repent and do like Noah and his 
family—come into the Ark—the Holy Ghost gives wit- 
ness to a clear conscience that we are saved. Heb. 
10 :22 says: “Having our hearts sprinkled from an evil 
conscience and our bodies washed with pure water.” 
Noah and his family were not immersed. 

“Were saved by water.” By means of an Ark being 
built that floated on water. By this method they were 
saved, not in a flood or being immersed. Noah believed 
in God and obeyed God and on the water and not going 
under it was he saved. 


REVIEWING THE SUBJECT OF BAPTISM 


Certainly the Lord would not require a mode of bap- 
tism that could not be performed in all seasons of the 
year, in all climes and for all persons under all cir- 
cumstances. Baptism by affusion can be performed at 
all times, and in all places, for all persons under all 
conditions and circumstances. This is not true of im- 
mersion. Many persons have trusted Christ for salva- 
tion in the hour of death like the thief on the cross 
who could not be immersed. Many persons in the his- 
tory of the world have died from the effects of being 
immersed in extreme cold weather. In one county in 
Kentucky, report says that two preachers died from 
exposure due to immersing persons in water in cold 
weather. In great deserts like the Sahara the only 
water to be found is in deep wells. In the extreme. 
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eold regions of the North immersion would be impos- 
sible. John the Baptist was a Jew and was brought 
up in the Jewish church with Jesus; and the Jews 
were great sticklers for the law. All baptisms by the 
Jews were by sprinkling, pouring and washing. Sprin- 
kling and pouring are familiar terms in the only Bible 
John and Jesus ever saw. They knew nothing about 
ceremonies administered by immersion. All evidence 
that can be produced points to the fact that John 
baptized the people by affusion. A new mode would 
have startled a people used to the other way and would 
have brought denunciation from them. John baptized 
Jesus and a new mode would have demanded explana- 
tion. Jesus kept the law in every point. He came to 
fulfill the law. 

Canaan was a type of heaven, and Jerusalem was a 
type of the New Jerusalem. The sacrifice was a type of 
another sacrifice, and the Passover was a type of the 
Lord’s Supper. Water baptism is a type of another 
baptism—the Holy Ghost baptism which all must ac- 
knowledge was by pouring and the sign should com- 
pare with the substance. See Num. 8:7, Isa. 4:3, Isa. 
52:15, Ezek. 36:25, Ezek. 39:29, Joel 2:28, Acts 2:17. 


MY OWN ATTITUDE TOWARD WATER BAPTISM 


I am writing the following so that I may be clearly 
understood as to my attitude toward water baptism. I 
know that there is but one real Church and that is the 
Church of Christ, constituted of all saved people it 
matters not to what church denomination they belong. 
I wish all Christian people were in one body and we 
could affiliate together. I am not raising a howl be- 
cause some wash feet, some do not use musical instru- 
ments in their churches, some baptize by immersion 
and do not believe in infant baptism. But I am con- 
tending that water baptism is not essential to salvation 
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and that is should not be the primary element. in 
preaching. Also I am objecting to our mode of baptism 
being the continual subject of ridicule by many. Re- 
cently a deep water brother stuck a stick in the sand 
at a river when he was about to baptize some candi- 
dates for baptism by immersion, and he poured some 
sand on the top of the stick and said, “Does that look 
like being buried in water?” The Bible nowhere says 
anyone was ever buried in water or that anyone should 
be buried in water. All that sort of thing is read into 
the Scripture, for it is not there. It is buried into death 
which has a different meaning to water. All over our 
church our people have been insulted by slurs at our 
mode of baptism and our way of baptizing babies. I 
am perfectly willing to concede sincerity and honesty 
to my brethren who do not agree with me and respect 
them for their belief; and I am asking the same of them. 
But to be held up to ridicule as though we are a set of 
ignoramuses and do not know any better, is going too 
far in this enlightened age when peple have free 
access to the history of church and state. Such a thing 
can go so far that I lose my self-respect to keep quiet 
because I do not believe it is charity to let people re- 
main in ignorance. We are not willing to take opinions 
of men for what the Bible teaches. We have the Bible 
(Old Testament) that Christ and the apostles relied 
upon. Let us study that old Bible, and see what it has 
to say about baptism. There was no other Bible for 
one hundred years after Christ was born. Certainly 
we can get some idea about baptism from it. Let us 
not take just the opinions of men any longer. We can 
read for ourselves so let us do it. This is the way the 
writer did, and he found the true light in doing so. 


WHY BAPTIZE BABIES 
Church Covenant Included Children 
When God made a church covenant with Abraham 
for the generations to follow He made an everlasting - 
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covenant and in it He included children. This covenant 
was to continue as long as the human race. Read Gen. 
17:7: “And I will establish my covenant between me 
and thee and thy seed after thee in their generations 
for an everlasting covenant.” Again, Gen. 17:9: “And 
God said unto Abraham, Thou shalt keep my covenant 
therefore, thou, and thy seed after thee in their genera- 
tions.” Circumcision was the sign or “token of the 
covenant.” Read Gen. 17:10-11. 

While other covenants God made with the people 
were local and temporary, like the one made with Noah 
(Gen. 9:9), and the one at Sinai (Ex. 34:28), etc., this 
covenant was universal and everlasting as much so as 
the atonement. God organized the church to last until 
the end of time and this covenant was to be coexten- 
sive with it. It was an unalterable covenant and could 
never be abrogated. This covenant was made with 
Abraham 1911 years before Christ was born. Another 
covenant was made with Moses 1481 years before 
Christ or 480 years after the covenant with Abraham. 
Read Gal. 3:17, also Acts 3:25. 

Alexander Campbell says concerning this covenant: 

“This covenant, then, was ratified with Abraham con- 
cerning the Messiah and unalterably settled. Conse- 
quently, the law, or covenant with the whole nation of 
Israel, 430 years after this time, could not disannul the 
promise in another covenant, concerning persons not 
present, and, therefore no party in that covenant.” 


INFANT BAPTISM IN THE ROOM 
OF CIRCUMCISION 


Circumcision was the initiatory rite into the visible 
church before Christ came. It was the sign or “token 
of this covenant.”’ Before Christ came the sign or token 
of the Passover was the paschal lamb, unleavened 
bread, bitter herbs and wine. Under the new economy 
Christ left off the paschal lamb and bitter herbs and 
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perpetuated the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper with 
only two of these elements—bread and wine. In like 
manner water baptism alone took the place of the whole 
ceremony of circumcision. Under the former or old 
economy when a Gentile family was proselyted into the 
Jewish church, the only visible church and the church 
that contained the above covenant, the males were 
circumcised and baptized with water and the females, 
old and young, even babies, were only baptized with 
water. Chrysostom, one of the early Christian writers 
of the first centuries after the apostles, says: “There 
was pain and trouble in the practice of Jewish circum- 
cision; but our circumcision, I mean the grace of bap- 
tism, gives cure without pain as this is for infants 
as well as men.” 

No Bible scholar can produce a single clear-cut pas- 
sage of scripture to prove that John the Baptist, any 
of the twelve apostles or any of the eight writers of the 
New Testament, except Paul, were baptized by any 
mode in mature years. Where were Matthew, Mark, 
Luke, John, Peter, etc., baptized if not in infancy? 
Here we believe is the solution to this question. If 
they were ever baptized at all it must have been when 
babies at eight days of age. 


THE CHURCH IN THE WILDERNESS AND THE 
CHURCH OF TODAY ARE THE SAME—BOTH 
UNDER THE SAME COVENANT 


Those who oppose infant baptism as a rule deny the 
fact that there was a visible church organization back 
of the coming of Christ. When Christ was on earth 
He did not organize a visible church, neither did He 
suggest any name for a visible church. Why? Because 
one was already in existence. It was the church of the 
“everlasting covenant.” 

The Christian Standard holding the belief of Alex- - 
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ander Campbell, carried the following statement Janu- 
ary 1, 1932: 

“People came in under the old covenant at the age of 
eight days by circumcision. That is, they came in be- 
fore they were able even to ‘know the Lord’ into whose 
covenant they were entering. Consequently each and all 
of them had to be taught subsequently the most ele- 
mentary things, to ‘know the Lord.’ ” 

The form of church government which God gave to 
the Jews, that which Christ lived under, we live under 
today. The moral laws which God gave to Abraham and 
Moses are binding upon us today as they were upon 
them then. Certain sacrificial laws were nailed to the 
cross but no moral law was ever revoked. The visible 
church of today is the church God started with 
Abraham (see Gen. 17:7 and Ps. 105:8-10). Some of 
our friends do not like to acknowledge this fact because 
that church included children. Jesus said this church 
would be taken away from the Jews and given to the 
Gentiles (see and carefully read Matt. 21:33-43). The 
“vineyard” God planted was the visible church. He 
“let out his vineyard unto other husbandmen.” See 
Rom. 11:13-25. 

It was not a new visible church. Paul, writing to the 
Ephesians (Eph. 2:20), says they were “built upon 
the foundation of the apostles and prophets, Jesus 
Christ himself being the chief cornerstone.” The gos- 
pel message was in “the church in the wilderness” as it 
is in the church today. Peter, addressing a multitude 
of Jews on the day of Pentecost, said (Acts 2:39) : “For 
the promise is unto you and to your children.” These 
Jews had been taught to receive children and give 
them the token of the Abrahamic covenant. The Jews 
did not have to be taught such a thing. They had al- 
ready been educated along this line. Genesis 17:7 and 
Acts 2:39 harmonize, “to thee and thy seed” and ‘“‘to 
you and to your children.’ See also Gen. 12:3 and 
Acts 3:25. 
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When the disciples asked Jesus “Who is the greatest 
in the kingdom of heaven?”—the visible church—He 
“called a little child” and “set him in the midst of 
them” and said, ““Whoso shall receive one such little 
child in my name receiveth me” (Matt. 18:5). Pray 
tell us how some churches receive little children in 
the name of Jesus? They take them into the Sunday 
School and record their names and count them, but 
they will not take them into the church. They take the 
old sheep into the warm fold, but the little lambs must 
lie out on the porch or under the shed until they are 
grown. God nor Jesus treated them this way. God in- 
cluded them in His covenant with Abraham and said it 
was to be an “everlasting covenant.” Jesus said (Matt. 
19:14): “Suffer little children and forbid them not 
to come unto me; for of such is the kingdom of heaven” 
—visible church. 


INFANT BAPTISM A COMMAND OF THE LORD 


Those who oppose infant baptism claim that there is 
no specific command to do so. Neither is there a spe- 
cific command in the Bible to give the Lord’s Supper 
to women. Nothing is said about sex or age. If our 
friends are honest in this matter of not baptizing in- 
fants because.there is no specific command to do it, 
why do they not quit giving the Lord’s Supper to 
women? 

Women belong to a class that Jesus had in mind 
when He said, “Do this in remembrance of me.” There 
is an axiom that, “Whatsoever is commanded of a class, 
may be commanded of each individual in that class.” 
When God said, “And thou shalt teach them diligently 
unto thy children,” He meant males and females. When 
Christ said, “Go ye therefore and teach all nations, 
baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghost,” He included children. 
Are not children a part of all nations? Christ meant, ° 
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of course, all who were and would become subjects of 
His kingdom. Christ said of children, “For of such is 
the kingdom of heaven.” Children are in a saved state 
through the atoning merits of the blood of Christ 
until they reach the age of accountability. Require- 
ments of faith are made upon those only who can 
exercise it. All others are saved without faith. Idiots 
who have been idiots all their lives are in a saved state 
through the merits of the blood of Christ. Small chil- 
dren are in a saved state and God commanded that 
they should have the sign of it. Acts 3:25 says: “Ye 
are the children of the prophets, and of the covenant, 
which God made with our fathers, saying unto Abra- 
ham, And in thy seed shall all the kindreds of the earth 
be blessed.” 


INFANT BAPTISM TO LAST FOREVER 


Psalm 105:8-10 reads: “He hath remembered His 
covenant forever, the word which He commanded to 
a thousand generations, which covenant He made with 
Abraham, and His oath unto Isaac; and confirmed the 
same unto Jacob for law, and to Israel for an everlast- 
ing covenant.” 

Until Christ were only forty-two generations (see 
Matt. 1:17). So you see that this covenant of ‘a thou- 
sand generations” did not cease when Christ came. 

Jesus first commanded His disciples to go “to the 
lost sheep of the house of Israel.” These disciples knew, 
and all who are familiar with J ewish history know, that 
when a Gentile family was proselyted into the J ewish 
church, all were baptized (sign of purity, for which all 
sprinkling and pouring of water was done in ancient 
times), men, women and children. 

When later, some two years, Christ said again to His 

: 81 4 


disciples, “Go ye therefore and teach all nations, bap- 
tizing them in the name of the Father, and of the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghost,” these men who were 
familiar with infants being baptized certainly did 
not understand that this practice should cease. Christ 
did not tell them to quit it. The reason this may not 
seem specific to some is because this was a familiar 
custom among the Jews and why should Christ say 
any more about it? 


BIBLE CASES PROOF OF INFANT BAPTISM 


We are giving a panoramic view of cases of infant 
baptism in the Bible as proof of this practice. 

In the establishment of the visible church God com- 
manded that children be initiated into it. A penalty was 
imposed if they were not initiated, “That soul shall be 
cut off from his people; he hath broken my covenant” 
(Gen. 17:14). 

The Lord commanded circumcision and baptism takes 
the place of circumcision—a sign of spiritual purity. 
Christ instituted baptism with water alone, leaving off 
the ceremony that related to circumcision or the cut- 
ting of the flesh. Circumcision, instituted of God, had 
its place before Christ as did sacrificial laws. Christ 
instituted infant and adult baptism with water alone 
in these words: “Go ye therefore and teach all nations, 
baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghost.” Now let us see what God 
says about the matter. Joel 2:16: It is “saith the 
Lord”; “Gather the people, sanctify the congregation, 
assemble the elders, gather the children, and those that 
suck the breast.’ Does this not take all in—big, little, 
old and young? What does the word sanctify mean 
here? One passage for intelligent minds will suffice. 
Heb. 9:19: “For when Moses had spoken every precept 
to all the people according to the law, he took the ~- 

82 


blood of calves and of goats with water and scarlet 
wool, and hyssop, and sprinkled both the book, and all 
the people.” Please do not forget that water baptism 
was in use for fifteen hundred years before Christ. 
Turn to 1 Cor. 10:1-2. Verse 2 says: “And were all 
baptized unto Moses in the cloud and in the sea.’”’ There 
were at least 100,000 small children in this company. 
God did the baptizing. Paul calls this baptism, and 
David says the water was “poured” upon them. Now 
what condemnation will our friends who oppose infant 
baptism heap upon God for baptizing 100,000 chil- 
dren? Why condemn us for following not only the 
command of the Lord but the Lord Himself? 


NEW TESTAMENT ON INFANT BAPTISM 


Now we come into the New Testament, but this book 
did not exist in the days of Christ on earth. When it 
was finally written, however, it contained certain rec- 
ords. Here is one of the first: John the Baptist was 
initiated into the church—the only church in the world, 
God’s visible church—at eight days of age. If he ever 
had any other baptism except infant baptism at eight 
days of age, no record was ever made of it. The same 
is true of all the apostles and all the writers of the 
New Testament except Paul. Paul was considered a 
proselyte, otherwise his infant baptism no doubt would 
have been accepted. Mary had Jesus initiated into the 
game church at eight days of age. This was His 
church baptism. 

Peter, a Jew, raised in this church that baptized in- 
fants, which church God commanded to baptize in- 
fants, preached on the day of Pentecost these words: 
“For the promise is unto you and to your children.” 
If Moses in this same church and under this same 
covenant, took a hyssop weed and dipped it in water 
and baptized all the people, men, women and children; 
and God baptized 100,000 children with their parents 

; 38 4 


at the Red Sea, why should we doubt the fact that Peter 
who was familiar with the Scriptures baptized children 
among the 3,000 on the day of Pentecost? He certainly 
was not ignorant of the customs of his church. 

_ The apostles baptized whole families. John Wesley, 
commenting on Lydia, who was “baptized and her 
household,” says: “Who can believe in so many fami- 
lies there was no infant? or that the Jews who were so 
long accustomed to circumcize their children would 
not now devote them to God by baptism?” Paul bap- 
tized “the household of Stephanas” and the jailor and 
all “his house.” The words “household” and “family” 
mean that there are children in them. A Syrian manu- 
script of the New Testament, claimed to be the oldest 
version in the world, relating the baptism of Lydia 
“and her household” and the jailor and “his house,” 
Acts 16:15 and Acts 16:33-34, reads: “Lydia and her 
aati and the jailor and “his children” were bap- 
tized. 


APOSTLES AND EARLY CHURCH 
BAPTIZED CHILDREN 


Those who succeeded the apostles left behind writ- 
ten records that clearly prove the custom of infant 
baptism among the apostles and early churches of our 
Christian era. Origen, a Greek, born A.D. 185, whose 
father, grandfather and great-grandfather were Chris- 
tians, extending back to the time of the apostles, says 
they received the custom of baptizing children from 
the apostles and that it was a universal custom among 
the churches. He says: “According to the usages of the 
church, baptism is given even to infants.” He records 
that he himself was a baptized child. ; 

Justin Martyr, born in Palestine at Shechem, who 
very likely saw the Apostle John, wrote in A.D. 188 
that there were then “Christian persons of both sexes,: 
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some sixty, some seventy years old, who had been made 
disciples from their infancy.” What did he mean by 
being “made disciples from their infancy”? Simply 
that they were baptized in infancy. He says further: 
“We are circumcized by baptism with Christ’s circum- 
cision.” 

Read again from Justin Martyr: “We also who by 
Him have had access to God, have not received the 
earnal circumcision, which Enoch and those like him 
observed, but spiritual circumcision ; and we have re- 
ceived it by baptism.” 

In A.D. 250, Cyprian and others were in a church 
council meeting and Fidus, one of the early fathers, 
wrote to them that infants should not be baptized until 
they were eight days of age, “and that the law of an- 
cient circumcision should be regarded,” to which they 
answered: “To our Brother Fidus greeting: That 
whereas you think that the rule of circumcision should 
be observed, and that children were not to be baptized 
before they were eight days old, we were of a contrary 
opinion; and as the grace of baptism is to be withheld 
from no one and especially from children, our decision 
is that they may be baptized not only before they are 
eight days old, but as soon as they are born.” 

Hermas (see Rom. 16:14), a contemporary with the 
Apostle Paul, speaks of infants receiving the seal of 
baptism in these words: “Now that seal is the water 
of baptism.” 

Clement, whom Paul mentions in Phil. 4:3, advised 
parents: “Baptize your infants and bring them up in 
the nurture and admonition of the Lord.” He did not 
advise “carnal circumcision.” Why? Christ did away 
with that part of the old ceremony. 

Irenaeus, born A.D. 97, a pupil of Polycarp, who 
was a convert of the Apostle John, says: “The church 
learned from the apostles to give baptism to infants.” 

85 ¥ 


» 


He says again: “For He (Christ) came to save all per- — 
sons by Himself—all, I mean, who are regenerated 
(baptized) unto God; infants and little ones and 
children and youth and elder persons.” This throws 
light on Jewish customs concerning proselytes—all 
were baptized, parents, young people and children. 

Augustine says again: “The whole church has of old 
held to infant baptism.” Pelagius, a contemporary with 
Augustine and one of the most learned men of the 
church of his day, in a letter to Innocent said: “Men 
slander me, as if I denied the sacrament of baptism to 
infants. I never heard even an impious heretic say 
they ought not to be baptized.” He continues: “For 
who is so ignorant of evangelic writing as to have 
such a thought.” 

Jerome said: “Baptism was given to infants accord- 
ing to the practice of the church.” Both Ambrose and 
Chrysostom tell us that “infant baptism may be traced 
to apostolic times.” 


ORIGIN OF OPPOSITION TO INFANT BAPTISM 


Our friends who oppose infant baptism assert that 
it is a Romish doctrine originating in the Roman 
Catholic Church—a “child of popery,” they call it. 

History refutes such an idea. It was hundreds of 
years after the birth of Christ before the Roman Cath- 
olic Church came into existence. We have produced 
overwhelming evidence that the apostles and early 
church fathers baptized children. We have writings of 
a lot of them and they all agree. No evidence is clearer 
than that of the early church confirming the baptism 
of children. 

Augustine, one of the early Christian leaders, said: 
“The custom of our mother church in baptizing infants 
must not be disregarded or counted needless: nor be- 
lieved to be anything else than an ordinance delivered 
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to us by the apostles.” He says again, “It was not in- 
stituted by councils but was ever in use.” 

Such statements by Augustine and others were made 
before there ever was a Roman Catholic Church. 

Now we propose to show how and when opposition 
to infant baptism originated. We quote from Dr. Wall, 
known as one of the greatest authorities on infant bap- 
tism in the world. He says: “For the first four hundred 
years after Christ, there appears only one man (Ter- 
tullian) who advises the delay of infant baptism in 
some cases; one Gregory, who did, perhaps, practice 
such delay in the case of his own children; but no 
society of men so thinking, or any one man saying it 
was unlawful to baptize infants; so in the next seven 
hundred years, there is not so much as one man to be 
found who either spoke for or practiced such delay, 
but all to the contrary. And, when about the year 1130, 
one sect among the Waldenses, or Albigenes declared 
against the baptism of infants as being incapable of 
salvation, the main body of that people rejected this 
opinion, and those of them who held that opinion 
quickly dwindled away and disappeared ; there being no 
more persons holding that tenet until the rising of the 
German Anabaptist in the year 1522.” In the above 
statement you have the origin of opposition in a nut- 
shell. Tertullian, born A.D. 145, died A.D. 220, was a 
believer in infant baptism, but he believed in baptismal 
regeneration, and his idea was to delay baptism until 
just before death, because he believed it washed away 
sin. He advised infant baptism in the case of a child 
dying. He is the only one who even advised delay in 
baptism to infants for a thousand years or more after 
the apostles. 

Today five per cent of nominal Christians of the 
world oppose infant baptism. Three hundred years ago 
one per cent opposed it, and about six hundred years 
ago there was, you might say, no opposition to it at all. 
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OBJECTIONS MADE TO INFANT BAPTISM 


I have already shown that there was no objection to 
infant baptism for hundreds of years after Christ was 
born. I come now to modern objections to infant bap- 
tism, all of which comparatively is among immersionist 
churches. 

They assert that there is no command in the Bible 
to baptize children. I have produced sufficient evidence, 
it seems to me, to prove by the Bible that God com- 
manded it in His directions to organize a visible church. 
God Himself baptized some 100,000 children at one 
time (1 Cor. 10:1-2). 

Christ commanded it when He said, “Go ye therefore 
and teach (disciple) all nations, baptizing them in 
the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the 
Holy Ghost.” Christ Himself commanded that children 
be received in His name (Mark 9:37). 

It is claimed that children cannot understand the 
meaning of baptism. Neither could Jewish children un- | 
derstand the meaning of circumcision and the other 
part of the ceremony which pertained to water bap- 
tism, notwithstanding the parents were required of 
the Lord to have their children so dedicated. It is 
claimed, furthermore, that children do not have the 
right to choose for themselves. Do children choose for 
themselves in other matters, such as washing their 
faces, kind of food they eat, running out in the 
weather, rain, cold and snow, going to school? Parents 
look after their children in material ways and why 
not in religious matters? Why should children be left 
to chance in the matter of the welfare of their souls? 
God did not leave them to chance? He made it plain 
in His covenant with Abraham that children should 
have the protection of the church. 

It is asked, “What good will water baptism do a 
child?” What good will it do an adult? Answer this 
question and it will help you to answer the other one. , 
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Objectors say that children cannot keep the com- 
mandments, therefore they are not subjects of bap- 
tism. We read in Acts 15:24, “Ye must be circumcised, 
and keep the law.” Could an infant back there keep 
the law? Of course not. Infants at such an age are no 
more expected to keep the commandments today than 
Jewish children then were expected to keep the law. 
They were to be brought up in the nurture and admoni- 
tion of the Lord, and led to “know the Lord.” This is 
what the Lord expects of us now—have our children 
dedicated to Him, train them in the way of the Lord and 
lead them to “know the Lord.” 

In conclusion we quote from “Infant Baptism” by 
Rev. C. W. Miller: “It thus appears that the church 
founded upon the covenant with Abraham, and which 
for nineteen hundred years, in administering the law of 
that covenant, received infants to membership and gave 
them the token thereof, is the church of God today, 
with no change in her great constitutional law or in 
her subjects. This being true, infant baptism follows 
inevitably as the law of God’s church now.” 


BENEFIT OF INFANT BAPTISM 


One question we often hear concerning infant bap- 
tism is, What good comes from it? This in substance 
is questioning God’s attitude toward infants, for any- 
one can see that He was so much concerned about 
children that He included them in the covenant with 
Abraham in the beginning of the organized visible 
church. 

Why dedicate a church building to God? Why dedi- 
cate a ship, stone monument, or anything else? Are 
not children of more value than stones and buildings? 
The tabernacle and sacred vessels in the tabernacle 
were dedicated, as well as the altar. Jacob set up a 
stone at Bethel and dedicated it. Saul, David, Solomon, 
Elisha, Jacob and Moses were al] dedicatecl, and by 
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the way all this was done by sprinkling and pouring. 
Go to the Bible and see for yourself. Mary had the 
little child Jesus dedicated. Don’t question us about 
these things, question God and the Bible. In past years 
penitentiaries have been visited and search made re- 
garding the effect that infant baptism had on indi- 
viduals. Both Tennessee and Kentucky penitentiaries 
were visited and not an individual Protestant was 
found who had been baptized in infancy. Here is a 
statement from a preacher: 

“There was a statement made that there was not a 
Protestant in the penitentiary who was baptized in in- 
fancy. My son was guard at the penitentiary at Frank- 
fort and I told him to see if there was. He investigated 
that matter, and he never found a Protestant there 
who was baptized in infancy the several years he 
worked there as guard.” 


A FINAL WORD 

I want to pass on this part of my research: It seems 
that the male child was circumcised at eight days of 
age. In forty days after birth, the mother went up to 
the temple to be purified. At the same time the child was 
presented in the temple to be purified with the mother. 
See Luke 2 :21-22, Gen. 17:12, Lev. 12:6-7. 

Purification ceremonies in Old Testament times, use 
of water, had the same meaning as water baptism under 
the New Testament dispensation. This explains to me, 
why John the Baptist, the twelve apostles and writers 
of the New Testament, except Paul, as well as Zacheus 
and others, seemingly were not baptized in mature 
years. It seems to me, that nothing in the Bible is more 
clear than infant baptism. 

And last, the Lord’s Supper reminds us of the death 
and resurrection of Jesus. Water baptism, by affusion, 
is our only reminder of the Holy Ghost. - 


Printed by the Methodist Publishing House 


40 
rO \ g School of Theology 


OR aod Pape eee 





Why Baptize By Pouring 
and Baptize Babies 
EIGHTEENTH EDITION 


1900 orders came for the first edition before it 

came from the press. Eight Publishing Houses are 
selling it. Hundreds of pastors and laymen are say- 
ing that it is the best thing on this subject they 
have ever seen. 85,000 copies sold. 
- Pastors are ordering from 50 to 100 copies to 
sell. They are given 60 days in which to sell them, 
returning unsold copies. Nothing like it on the mar- 
ket. It discusses practically every passage of Scrip- 
ture in the Bible referring to adult and infant bap- 
tism. Thousands are getting light they have wanted 
on this subject for years. 

No objection has ever been heard about: the price, 
which is 


25 cents for a single copy; 10 for $2.00 
25 copies, 15 cents each; 50, $7.50; 
100, $15.00. 


Address 
REV. W. A. SWIFT 
MONTEAGLE, TENN. 


or any branch of the 
METHODIST PUBLISHING HOUSE 


BD Aicovs 


* 






“Why Bagiee By Pouring 
ae: —s 
Baptize Babies _ : ae 
EIGHTEENTH EDITION - oe 


SOME RECENT SAYINGS ABOUT THIS BOOK 


Rev. T. H. Mullins, Memphis, Tenn.: “It is wonderful.” — : 
Bishop L. O. Hartman, Boston: “It shows an immense amour 
study and research.” en : 
Bishop Raymond Wade, Detroit: “I do not remember ever i 
read a book which more clearly set forth the claims of children anc ena BR 
mode of sprinkling or pouring.’ : Bas Bes 
Bishop H. A. Poa Dallas: “I have read quite a few books on Sis 
subject. Yours is the best I have ever seen. It is unanswerable — Spin 


ret ae You have done a good job and I offer you my congra 
ions. 


Rev. C. C. Bowlby, De Soto, Tll.: “It is the best thing T ever reat. 
Rev. S. A. Bass, Brewster, Ohio: “Every Methodist home should» : 
a copy.” 
Rev. F. M. Talbot, Bowie, Texas: “It is one of the clearest and 
loge idee things I have ever read.” esa 
_C. C. Fisher, Ex-College President: “] fiaen never read or. r 
aigthing on this subject so clear.” ; 
Alabama pastor says: “It has given me more light on this su 
than anything I ever read.” 
_. Presbyterian pastor, Nashville, Tenn.: “I have read this book 
feel that possibly nothing could be found better.” a 
Rev. J. W. Fowler, Paducah, Ky.: “It is the last word on adult 
infant baptism.” 

A lawyer, Nashville, Tenn.: “I have read this book twice; it it 
most interesting book I ever read.” 

Rev. T. E. Ray, Jacksonville, Fla.: “A much needed clarification 
difficult subject.” — 

Rev. C. M. Tramel, Milburn, Ky.: “They have been a wond. 
help bu my church.” 

M. W. Miller, Little Rock, Ark.: “I am trying to place on 

every Y Methodist home.” : 

Rev. H. C. Parsley, Frankdin, Ky.: “It is written in such a ma 
not to give offense to anyone.” 

Rev. J. IT. Gregory, Henderson, S. C.: “It fills completely a. 
felt need in The Methodist Church.” 

Rev. Forney Hutchinson, Shawnee, Okla.: “This is a good piec 
work you have done for the church, especially for its young peonier 4 


Address all ordersto 
REV. W. A. SWIFT sS 
MONTEAGLE, ‘TENNESSEE 
or any branch of the ~ 
| METHODIST PUBLISHING HOUSE — 

















Swift, William Alpheus, b.1872. 

Why baptize by pouring, and baptize ba 
[18th ed. Monteagle, Tenn., 19--] 

4Op. 17cm. 


Cover title. 


1. Baptism--Addresses, essays, lecture 
2. Infant baptism--Addresses, essays, le 
I. Title. 


A 100¢8 


ccsc /i 








